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BSPEfflOKS* A, FJTA ll£?6 f dated 6 iisly l ?i& 



ACfim 8S3SJX82©* Tor Inf or^^oa j 

X* F a n ar dpd under aepar&k* co^ptr ajre £8A£U£*« rsfpJtle* to 7 <wr / 
cparlan liatosg ia Far*«rapfea 7 b* c, d, and » of Referenc# A. *e areal*? ^ 
<tfi tliii|BArlBg cc aia wi te .. ft?gs Q SAC IS, feat in enter to smm ae fwth»F ftilsy 
1» replying to ymr Oiapateh, we *w* ewading alosig tb* •material *ww/«t fewrf, 
withoot waiting for emails contribution, 

*/ 

2. Ja the xoajTttsws, Tokyo QM&W Dltfsato h Jfo, 35„ <£&ted 20 July Has 
propeazvled #e»* of the awoe fattiass aa yew dispatch. s&t h&we not been 
Able to deterwfae *frm - or if - tfele diasatcb wUX be a xrsw d, bat *u®g**t 
you «y vish to keep an «F» «*st for the reply, y 

3« «o else yew* sttoofcAort to tokye (iSAOIS Eftsmtcfe ao, 96 dat ed / ~ 
3 kagaafc, end Ftera$rajfe 7 of 8e» 12g t dated 10 August* am well a* to So, X*4»- 
wbicb we hawent seen feat whiefe 1» reported to bear on tho wobject, 

4* Off the record, we understood that ODACID coasdra in C®&Xt2*s 
to paragraph 7 b of Refereace A* end also fowl* that although the 
British feave not ^ade e point of the secrecy clause* as Ha* the V. 
they* too* mquire oca. Since the foregoing cannot fee decreewntod* it 

1* requested that thio opinion be c<oaidasisd on an Ft! bade only, 

5, Senoemiag. the w&eaatdiig of ejwrsti«*» apeeiflCAlXy to collect 
iafwfflktiett* a* diacuseed M Paragraph 7 of Jleflerwse* A, w» ensc«r with your 
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6. ODACID Cable No* CA— 9302 to Vienna, dated 23 May 1956 is forwarded, 
separately, for whatever help it may provide. 
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1* What i a the Official U.S. position with regard to the Japanese atonic energy 
program? Are we vitally interested in furthering their program? 

The United States is interested in the development of the Japanese civil 
atomic energy program* This is evidenced by the conclusion of an Agreement 
for Cooperation with Japan in the spring of 195$ for cooperation in the 
field of research and by the great number of Japanese visitors who have 
been entertained by the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission. The Agreement con- 
cluded with Japan expresses the hope and expectation of the Parties for 
further cooperation relating to the development of power reactors in Japan and 
states that the United States would bo quit# prepared, at any time the Japanese 
are interested, to discuss a power bilateral* There have been, in addition, 
the numerous visits by ABC officials from the United States to Japan which has 
provided for the opportunity for considerable informal exchanges between the 
technical people of the two countries* 

2. Does it matter whether the Japanese purchase U.S. or British reactors? 

The United States is naturally Interested in furthering the business 
opportunities of American firms in the atonic energy program and would, 
of course, like to see the Japanese purchase their reactors on the 
United States market* 

3. Presuming that the conclusion of a tower Agreement with Japan is trim 
prerequisite to the delivery of U.S. prototypes, what is the U.S. position 
on waiving the secreqy clause? 

A Power Agreement with Japan could be developed either on an unclassified 
or a classified basis. If the Agreement provided for the exchange of 
restricted data, the two countries would have to develop appropriate 
security arrangements and these arrangements could not be waived. On the 
other hand, an Agreement confined to unclassified activities would not 
entail security arrangements and the question of waiver would not arise. 

U. What is headquarters opinion on the possibility of telling our agent in 
the field that the U.S. does not care one way or another as to choice of 
reactors (i.e., U.S. va. British reactors)? 

See the answer to No. 2 above. 

5* What is headquarters estimate of the danger of the USSR moving in with a 
more generous offer and what would our reaction be should this come to 
pass? 

It ia highly possible that the USSR will offer to assist the Japanese atomic 
energy program. Soviet offers of atomic energy assistance have already been 
made to Egypt, India, Indonesia, and Iran. Unconfirmed offers of Soviet 
assistance have also been reported on other Far and Biddle Eastern countries. 
Whether the Soviet offer would be more generous than the U.S. offer is not 
known. The Soviets in most instances have appeared to be as concerned as the 
U.S. about the control of fissionable materials, i.e., strict accountability for 
materials, return of irradiated fuel rods to the USSR for reprocessing. As far 
as cost of fissionable materials is concerned, the Soviet announcements have 




